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T*r mrr # fvpJT mw fat ajrcft | firat fat; tr^ arwir f fo rwT tpr ir 1 fan ott fnji 

Separate pacing Is given to tills Part Id order that it may be filed as a separate compilation 


*tpt II—inn 3—trr-srtn (Hi) 

PART II—Section 3—Sub-section (ill) 

(Titi TtTOw^r stnrwfaf fat tff* vr) fatib jnfhwftiff im factr T?rr stfc wfim^rd 
Orders and Notifications issued by Central Authorities (other than 
Administrations of Union Territories) 


mm fatrfurr wifatn 

4$ ffafa, 7 Wfr, last 

wte s.—ftfaqvf trpfpr n rmisTR fft *nn H f% nfa fa % <=srwr (2 j »r w itn tfa»r rrm ftar^r sw % 

% fan; farnwr (:<) it it ?«ff f, ( 4 ) *r *rrrr?r ffarfaq'Tfa *r*n ufair wwrfa, fat* 

affafafaq j 951 nNr fa fafaft mr T faffar ttt 'rrrfa % w<r (a) if wr -mffa-i *7] if vfr qfa faqtfar 

faffT TltVT *TT5-fa *T WtTfaT & ; 

fair 374 srvqWf 4 rp^ *f44l ffa TTifa T3 fa 774 sfaFTTT % fan; tjx ffr faf THR^T 'tffaT nfaTTRur far ffar f, HT 34 % ?rt 
ffa fa swnfafa T7, ufa fa jfr, fasriT qrfa 4; tp^rPT fafafai iffartt 7.774 farrara fa tot £ fa 74% tw tpt wfiGRr $ ffa vif 
rpjfar nr ^nfaffat qfa £; 

*pt. war, fafarq wrfarr 377 wfsrlfaw fatnrrr 10 -?? % wnp-or w tffa fa faw % fi«r (4) n frfqPw Tiffafa fa fa? % fafa 
fa fra ip irr ffaft 4 rro fa fa'JB far wtot ftrara qffa 7 % w*r xfa wfa fa% % fan; nr *nt®r far ^rrfa^ »r fan n'n fa ^i^infu 
fa fan faTflpr fafan n^rr % 1 

tnTtfa 

fafann fa fafarffafa faffm JTtrr/fnfa^n sf^ fafarn ?=re% ’Tiq-tTWTfa m nut fn^ <rr vnnr 

ff o fa ^'o rfo faT nnt n 'Tfa 


1 . wr 5T«t»r fafftn «t?r fTTarrir fafam, 

1 98(1 
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1 9K0 


1142 G.T./81 —1 
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ffafan sq-fa 44 fart fa fa3T 
^ifa^r nfa faqr f. 1 

fa*rm ®rtrt «pi fatf fa fatr 
TTffan nfa fanr % 1 
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<Jf <T«ft Rpm p V! <T fmt, 

am htti *r<r, 

Jr* mmrt, 

*w<rr, (TTpsrmr) i 


17 2 - -tt'TAJl 

'Jr fltroi, 

TIT fltA, RTo <TI Jl RtflTy, 
fWTpfNf (TTP's^m) i 

—wgt— 

3 7 l--VflTJ 

'Jr qr° 4 io r "T‘> 

7 78 , mmr 

TTirtw ( 7 m r snfut) i 

-Tlfl- 

174 --TH (^oUlTo) 

'Jr KTtsrtTy, 

RtFfTT TnJl TTTW 

T\Jr<TJ (TTp-jptjf) | 

-mrN- 

375 - tOTTR 

»Jr JT^nfrc fmi, 
nm «r Jto fiijTiqT, 

«#irs (unrjittT) i 

- - mfr- - 

378 - -HTT 

JT fqiTTfrg 

JTjljATo wt, 

fsiTT TlTHHIFP (Tmr RT® 1 ) 1 


17 9 - - W 5 fft 

*itqWT, 

ATT 

fsTirTT^^TW (TTPR^Vr) 1 

—mfr-- 

J 79 --f 5 ll 

»Jr {SfurT TT«q, 

Jjt° TI'JTTKTT, *jh!, 

TTF. TT^TI 

- - tfJ- - 

180 —flSTTf 

'Jr 

JU ®Vrwirc, 

fTsrti, (ttttstoi) i 

--sfjr-- 
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’TTSTiT'r'ftwfai; 1980 


10'=. — anfi - — 

107 - —*# — 

ioa 

109 - — 

11 o- —srijy— 

i 11 —^ifr— 

11 2 . —*$— 

113, —— 

11 4 . — 

115 - — — 

US. 

117 - —Sta¬ 
lls. -- - 


iflTtVf TTVT5T 
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. 3 

4 

5 

3 8 1- - T fmti 

«fr Or#Vw 

fasfns mifr im 


fffo, 

Punt a^prcr^r, (anrsr^r) i 

fifw ’Rff -ftrar 

3 8 1— 

fif?Tf ^Wlip (KRT^ir) 1 


381--HSS71$T 

«fr awra, 

"fto S^ST, P^t^TT Willis*., 
(7fTT:5rt4t) 1 

--qft— 

3 8 3--Wiftffr 

w*5?r rnfrs wr, 

*rYt> 9355) 'JlftiftinTtT, 
fw\*wnc (wurtrr) i 

--*37— 

3 8 3- - ItnTm 

384— 

*fT 71=61*6 V?H9, 
in s <fto tpwrjr, 
four (sm sr^ir) i 

«ff IT TOT, 
jfr^wr 5f? t7, 

g«T5T%TT 1 

—sift— 

—Tfr— 

3 85—fTOH^T (tfolir°) 'it 

vfft uurthnwpr, 

'fto anfijfrcwra, 

fsim (snurSur) i 

~wf7-- 

38s— ■ 

sfrftwujw, 

— 1 

(wourro) 

mw TtftojT, 97° tipny, 
wnift, ferr 
to sfcr i 


3 8 7 ~ T ^ Pi 

5 sfV vTlmiH, 

htw ijt, 'ft® mw; 
fTraunfliowii (TOrtr) i 

— 9 $-,- 

387—«rt^f 

mfV, 

sts wfjn, 97° TmP, 
fTrwrirr^nrwR i 


387- STS# 

388- - , I^HII5 

3 8 8-—0 ifiWW W 

389- 'lrTPm 

«ft Ttw, 

umir.'fto rtitw, 
mO, farm oifwnn, 

*. h7ii I 

’st WTSTSfaV, 

86151 ^ nijpr, 
irrPspnrrc (srrcstar) i 

<S?7 tffaFT 

939 9 97° IJHUI, iPft, 

JirProffR (^rrcs^jr) 1 

*ftnf»sfirs, 

hts sror, 

tt ° v c* PnUt sifTrsms, 
ijto Jt^ir 1 

— 

—w(to— 

■—- 
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119. 

<t>i 

ibso 

389--*|TIWF 

* Trtar 

fWT 

f’prf'rt «?iff ait 
arfwrr ftim i 




■d'tl ^ l 


120 . 

— mff — 

389—^(.IWF 

(ft tUfft, 

m 1*1 ^ tto Pi siiPt, 

Pa<3i I||p44l«ti5 (h4?1 ) 1 


121, 


393— tffTStflTT 

(ft 4a si JiPdij, 

xtdt tnfcft, tto TFiter, 

ftldT (STTC St^VT) 1 

— *jt-- 

122- 


3 & a—artfhrr 

«ft ftraftrrc, 
y i+i a - TTo ftA4), 
ftmThrs (Tymrtyr) i 


123. 

—w$r~ 

393— 

*4t 

fbo ff(jo aaim, 

Pa ri i a so ^tJTTT U t (T i i 

—*r#r— 

124. 

—T(fr— 

393—fipfc 

*fr° pi, 

f*to qai'fi, 

farmtFs (tJ9Tn%yr) i 


12 5. 


393— 

flljo *\ vj5 f fWiTT f| <6, 

—nt-- 




'3TTT 1 
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EJECTION COMMISSION OF INDIA 
orders 

Now Delhi, the 7th November, 1981 

O.N. 8.—Whereas the Election Commission is satisfied that each of tho cc ntestlng candidates specified in column (4) of the 
Table bal jw at tho election to tho Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly as specified in column (2) and held from the constituency specified 
in oolumn (3) against his name has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses at all, as shown in oolumn (5) of the said Table as re¬ 
quired by the Representation of the People Aot, 1951 and the Rules made thereunder; 

And, whereas, the said candidates have either not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure even after due notice or the 
Election Commission, after considering the representations made by them, if any, is satisfied that they have no good reasen cr justification 
for the said failure; 

N aw, therefore, in pursuance of seotion 10-A of che said Aot, tho Election Commission hereby declares the persons specified in column 
(4) of the Table bolow to he disqualified for being ohosenas, and for being a member of either House of the Parliament orof the Legisla¬ 
tive Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of 3 years frem the date of this order. 

TABLE 


si. 

No. 

Particulars of cleotlon 

S. No. & name of the assembly 
constituency. 

Name & address of the contest¬ 
ing candidate 

Reason for disqualification 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1. 

General Eleotion to Uttar 
Pradesh Legislative Assem¬ 
bly, 1980 

19—Afzalgarh 

Shri Mathura, 

Village & P.O. Rebar, 

Distt.—B(jnor 
(U,P.) 

Failure to lodge any account 
of election expenses. 

2. 

-Do- 

20—Nagina (SC) 

Shri Fateh Chand, 

Village Mustafabad, 

Garhi, Mo. Sikhakhuchand, 
Tehsil-Nagina, 

Distt.—Bljnor 
(U.P.). 

-Do- 
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3. General Election to Uttar 114—Kunda. 
Pradesh Legislative Assembly, 

1980. 


4 -Do- 


6. -Do- 


7 -Do- 


I. -Do- 


9, -Do- 


10 -Do- 


116—Rampur Khas 


117—Gad ware 


118—Pratapgarh 


119—Blrapur 


120—Patti 


124—Issauli 


133-Tanda 


158—Sadullanaga 1 - 


Shrf Ram Dev, 

Village Bairampur, 
P.O. Karahiya Bazar, 
Distt. Rae Bareili, 

U.P. 

Shri Ram Garib, 

Vill. & P.O. Amawan. 
Distt. Pratapgarh, 

U.P. 

Shri Ram Rat an, 

Village & P.O. Agai, 
Distt. Pratap garh, 
U.P. 

Shri Khalilc, 

Mrh. Salyyadan, 
Pratapgarh City, 
Pratapgarh, 

U.P. 

Shri Haribax, 
Ohatampur, 

Bhadohi. 

Distt,—Pratapgarh, 
U.P. 

Shri Awadhesh Narayan, 
Village Molani, 

P.O. Shltalganj, 

Distt. Pratapgarn, 

U.P. 

Shri Sahtu Ram, 

Village Kalimuradpitr, 
P.O. Katruali, 

Distt.—pi-atapgarh, 
U.P. 

Shri Khalik, 

Saiyyadan, 

Pratapgarh Cay, 
Pratapgarh, 

U.P. 

Shri Shiv Prasad, 

Village Chandpur, 
P.O.—Hariharganj 
Pratapgarh, 

U.P. 

Shri Suresh Kumar, 

Vill. & P.O. Agai, 
Sultanpar, U P, 

Shri Santhaksb, 

Village Kotsva 
Mahmudpur. 

P.O. Akharpui, 
Distt,—Faizabad, 

U.P. 

Shri Ncor Ali Khan, 
Maraila, 

Sadullanagar, 

Gonda 

U.P. 


Failure to lrdgo any a< icunt 
of election expenses. 
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15. GoTeral Election to Uttar 158—Sadullaiiflgar Shri Lalit Narayandutt. Yerma, 

Pradesh Legislative Assembly, Pipra Ismail, 

1980.. Sadullanagar, 

Gonda, 

U.P. 


Id. -Do- 


17. -Do- 


18. -Do- 


19. -Do- 


20. -Do- 


21. -Do- 


22. -Do- 


23. -Do- 


24. -Do- 


25. -Do- 


26. -Do 


139—Mtuvkapur (SC). 


162—Katra Bazar 


163—Colonelganj. 


-Do- 


164— Dixlr (SC) 


168—Bastl. 


-Do- 


-Do- 


169—Ramnagar, 


-Do- 


-Do- 


Shri Jibrakhan, 

Village & P.O. Babhani, 
Kartungo, 

Distt. Gonda, 

U.P. 

Shri Shiva Rani Shukla, 

Village Poore Ptirenlya, 

P.O. Bangal, 

Distt. Gouda, 

U.P. 

Shri Nanhu urf Nar.du Yadav, 
Village & P.O, Teorasi, 

Distt. Gonda, 

U.P. 

Shri Ram Pal, 

Village & P.O. Liloi Kalan, 
Distt. Gonda, 

U.P. 

Shri Mangal Prasad, . 

Village Lalpur, 

P.O. Rampur, 

Distt. Gonda, 

U.P. 

Shri Tej Bahadur Singh, 

Village Wedarla Bujing, 

P.O. Purani Basti, 

Distt. Basti, 

U.P. 

Shri Surendra Bahadur Singh, 
Village Katruwabir Singh, 
P.O. Pipra Gautam, 

Distt. Basti, 

U.P. 

Shri Pancham, 

Khatlk-tola, 

P.O. Purani Basti, 

Distt. Basti, 

U.P. 

Shri Ran* Milan, 

Village Pakri Bhikhi, 

P.O. Belhara, 

Distt. basti, 

U.P 

Shri Shriram, 

Village Khatiktola, 

P.O, Purani Basti, • 

Distt. Basti, 

U.P. 

Shri Samillah, 

Village Pipra, 

P.O, Karmahiya, 

Distt, Basti, 

U.P. 


5 


Failure to lodge any account cf 
election expenses. 


-Do- 


-Do- 


-Do- 


-Do 


-Do- 


-Do- 


-Do- 


Do- 


-Do- 


-Do- 


-Do- 
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5 


General Lie :tion to Uttar 
Pradesh Legislative Assembly, 
1980. 

170 —Drmariagapj 

Shri Nay ah Haidar, 

Vill. & P.O. Bailor, 

Distt. Basti, 

U.P. 

Pailutc to lodge arv account of 
election expenses. 

-Do- 

‘Do- 

Shn Shiv Dulare Lai, 

Village Semuwahadeeh, 

P.O. Hallor. - 
Distt, Basti, 

U.P, 

-Do- 

-Do- 

171—ltwa 

Shri Girja Prasad, 

Village Samari, 

P.O. Mahadev Gburhu, 
Distt. Basti, 

UP. 

-Do- 


30. -Do- -On- Shn Vijay Bahadur, -Do- 

Village Katwatiya, 

P.O. Tirabgehai, 

Disti. Basti, 

UP 


31, -Do- 172—Shoharatgirh Mob Azhai Khan, -Do- 

Villaga Malgahiya, 

P.O. Dhokhari, 

Distt. Basti, 

U.P. 


32, -Do- -Do- Shri Samundar Prasad, -Do- 

Vihaga Mehnoli, 

P.O. Santora Naugarh, 

Distt. Basti, 

U.P. 


33. -Do- 173—Naugarh Shri Ram Shankar Chaudhury, -Do- 

Vill. & P.O. Sohaskhas, 

Distt. Basti 
UP. 


34. -Do- 174—Bans i 


33. -Do- 175—Khasrsht 


36. -Do- 


176—Mouhdawat 


37 -Dn- 


-Do- 


38. -Do- 


178— Hains.irbaZa'r 


Shn Jagdamba, -Do- 

Vill. Kharchola Naukar, 

P.O Bansi, 

Distt. Basti, 

UP 

Shri Ramin, -Do- 

Village Btdhar Dooha, 

P.O. Surwarkalar, 

Distt Basti, 

U.P. 

Shn Kur.war Rarjeet Singh. -Do- 

Village Dhankasm, 

P.O Nigi, 

Distt. Basti, 

U.P. 

Shn Prahlad Pandes, -Do- 

Village Kauti, 

P.O Menhadawal, 

Distt Basti, 

U.P. 

Shri Sahdcv, 

Village Bampur, 

P O. Madhopur No, 2, 

Distt, Basti, 

UP. 
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39, General Election to Uttar 180—Dhuriyapar 

Pradesh Legislative Assembly, 

1980. 

40. -Do- -Do- 


41. -Do- 


42. -Do- 


194—Naurnangia (SQ. 


195—Ramkola 


43. -Do- 


196-Hata (SC). 


267—Meja (SC) 


268—Karchana 


270—Jhusi 


271—Handia 


50. Do. 


Shri Udalbhan, 

Village & P.O. Kanicha, 
Dlstt. Gorakhpur, 

U.P. 

Shri Gaugasagar Singh, 

Vill, & P.O. Bhupgarh, 

Distt. Gorakhpur, 

U.P. 

Shri Shiv Charan, 

Dargauli, 

P.O. Chhitauni, 

Distt. Deoria, 

U.P. 

Shri Tarkeshvvar, 

Vill. Bagha Khurd 
P.O. Lakshmiganj, 

Distt, Deoria, 

U.P. 

Shri Sohrab, 

Vill. Padri, 

P.O. Parsauna, 

Deoria Pandey, 

Distt. Deoria, 

U.P. 

Shri Harish Cbander, 

Vill. Deukali, 

P.O. Sirsia, No.3, 

Distt. Deuaria, 

U.P. 

Shri Nachkoo Ram, 

Village & P.O. Lotadh, 

Distt. Allahabad, 

U.P. 

Shri Manikchandra Varma, 
Village Katholl, 

Allahabad, 

U.P. 

Shri Raghuraj Singh Patel, 
Village Dandi, 

P.O. Rokri, 

Allahabad, 

U.P. 

Shri Ram Shiromatii, 

Village Jamnnipur. 

Allahabad, 

U.P. 

Shri Chhabinath Pandey Vaidik, 
Village Jalalpur, 

P.O. Mardapur, 

Tehstl Handia, 

Allahabad, 

U.P. 

Shri Prem Shankar, 

Village Madhopur Styadeeh, 
P.O. Baraut, 

Tehsil Handia, 

Allahabad, 

U.P. 


Failure to lodge any account of 
election expenses 
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2 


3 


4 


5 


31. General Election to Uttar 271—Handia 

Pradesh Legislative Assembly, 

1980 


32, Do 


272—Partapur 


33. Do. 


Do. 


54. Do. 


273—Saraon 


53. Do. 


Do. 


56. Do. 273—Allahabad North 


57 . Do. 276—Allahabad South 


38. Do. 


Do. 


59. Do, 


277—Allahabad West 


60. Do. 


Do. 


61, Do. 


Do. 


Shri Ram Kishore, 

Village Shahri Bojh, 

P.O. Madwa, 

Allahabad, 

U.P. 

Shri Narottam, 

Village Semari, 

P.O. Pratappur, 

Allahabad, 

U.P. 

Shri Rasid Hussain, 

(15 Darashah, Alam Ali) 
Allahabad, 

—Now— 

513-B, New Basti, 

Sadar Bazar, 

Lucknow, 

U.P. 

Sbrl Jamuna Prasad, 
Village Raninar, 
p.O, Maharwoorid, 

Tehsll Soraon, 

Allahabad, 

U.P. 

Shri Radhey Shyam Verma, 
Village Rampur, 

Urf Daulatpur, 

P.O. Sikandra, 

Tehsll Phoolpur, 

Allahabad. 

U.P. 

Shri Nand Lai Chaube, 

19, Gumati Mahatma 
Mahatma Gandl Marg, 
Allahabad, 

U.P. 

Shri Mahendra Singh, 

113, Pandarlba, 

Allahabad, 

U.P. 

Shri Raj a a urf Raju, 
Agriculture Institute, 
Mahawa West, 

Allahabad, 

U.P. 

Shri Bansdev, 

Village Tiyara, 

P.O. Gapja, 

Distt, Allahabad, 

U.P. 

Shri Bindeshwari Prasad 
Kushwaha, 

Manderdeh Mafi, 
Allahabad, 

U.P. 

Shri Brajesh Kumar, 

304, Mamfordganj, 
Allahabad, 

U.P. 


Failure to lodge any account of 
election expenses 


Do 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 
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62. General Electrion to Uttar 177—Allah ibad West 
Pradesh Legislative Assembly, 

1980 


63. Do. 


Do. 


64. Do. 


279- -Manjhanpur (SC) 


65, Do. 


282— Kishun.pur (SC) 


66 . Do. 


284— Fatehmir 


67. Do. 


286—Bindki 


68 . Do. 


301—Aura lyo 


69. Do. 


303—Lakhana (SC) 


70, Do. 


305—Jaswaotnagar 


71. Do. 


Do. 


72. Do, 


306—Bltarthana Naga 


73. Do. 


Do 


Shri R >tan Frakash urf Bhullu, 
14-Katra Road, 

AUaha bad, 

U.P. 

Shri Harish Chandra, 

Chayal Khas, 

Allahabad, 

U.P. 

Shri Puran Mai, 

Village & P.O. Gli vara, 

Talyyadpur 

Tehsil Manjhanpur, 

Allahabad, 

U.P. 

Shnmati J.inak Dulari, 

Urf Vitan Devi 
H, No. 24, 

Pagnmbarpur, 

Kc-slia Bindki, 

Fatehpur, 

U.P. 

Shri Karunashankar 
Vi!!. Lalipur, 

Hussainganj, 

Distt. Fatehpur, 

U.P. 

Shri Mangal, 

Village Bha unpur, 

P.O. Gohar, 

Distt, Fatehpur, 

U.P. 

Shri .Tagat Narayan, 

Moh. Ruhai, 

Town-Auraiyu, 

Distt. Etawah, 

U.P. 

Shri Brij Kishore, 

Shankhwar, 

62, Akalganj, 

Etawah, 

U.P. 

Shri Ram Das Bajpayce, 
Narhauli Bhidruha, 

Havera, 

Etawah, 

U.P. 

Shri Gyanendra Kumar Dube, 
Boralokpur, 

Etawah, 

U.P. 

Shri Ujagar Singh, 

Naga Sultanpur Maryn 
Dota Mafi 
P.O. Unirans, 

Distt. Etawah, 

U.P, 

Shri Prem Singh, 

Village Parroli Odantpur, 

P.O. Lakhmi, 

Distt. Etawah, 

U.P. 


[Pari II— Sec. 3 (iii>3 


5 

Failure to lodge any account of 
election expenses. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 
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Shri Manmohan Ram, Failure to lodge any acount of 

Village Arma Kucli, election expenses 

P.O. Arma Katra. 

Distt. Etawah, 

U.P. 


75. 

Do. 

307—Vidhuna 

Shri Ramchander Yadav, 

Village Makkan Kapurva, 

P.O. Malhosl, 

Etawah, . 

U.P. 

Do. 

76. 

Do. 

Do. 

Shri Shivdayal Verma. 

Vill. Puruania, 

P.O, Pumanbhira, 

Eta wah, 

U.P. 

Do. 

77. 

Do. 

309—Umarda 

Shri Balram Siugh, 

S/o Shri Miyaji Lai, 

Niwasi Gopcharypur, 

(Balanpur), 

P.O. Balanpur, 

Distt. Farrukhabad, 

U.P. 

Do, 

78. 

Do. 

Do. 

Shri Ranbir Singh, 

S/o Shri Ramsuehilal, 

Do. 


Niwnsi Savrikb, 

P.O. Saurikh, 

Distt, Farrukhabad, 
U.P. 


1 2 3 


74. General Election to Uttar 306—Bharthana Naga 
Pradesh Legislative Assembly, 

1980 


79 . Do, 311—Kamalganj Shri Janardhan, Do. 

Vill. Kiratpur, 

Yakutganj, 

Farrukhabad, 

U.P. 

80. Do. Do. Shri Vinod Dutt. Do. 

Rajipur, 

Farrukhabad, 

U.P. 

81. Do. 312—Farrukhabad Shri Aftab Ali Khan, Do. 

Katra Boo Ali Khan, 

Distt. Farrukhabad, 

U.P. 

82. Do. 313—Karimganj Smt. Shanti, Do. 

W/o Shri Satya Prakash, 

Dube Niwas, Fatehpur, 

Porignli, Kaya rnganj, 

Distt. Farrukhabad, 

U.P. 

83. Do. 314—Mohamdabad Shri Namavar Singh Do. 

Rathore, 

Village Samethipur, 

P.O. Kanasl, 

Distt. Farrukhabad, 

U.P. 

328—Jhansi Shri Chhabhi Lai, Do, 

4, Gopal Neara, 

Jhansi, U.P. 


84. Do. 

1142 GI/8I—3 
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85. General Election to Uttar 

328—Jhansi 

Shri Hari Ram, 

Failure to lodge any account of 

Pradesh Legislative Assembly, 
1980 

1 

58, Village Vichhor, 

Jhansi, 

U.P. 

election expenses. 

86 . Do. 

345—Sakit 

Shri Sone Lai, 

Vill. Bhikpura, 

P.O. Bhujpura, 

Etah, 

U.P. 

Do. 

87. Do. 

346— SOTon 

Shri Promod Kumar Gupta, 
Atnarpnr, 

Etah, 

U.P. 

Do 

88 . Do. 

Do. 

Shri Raghuraj Singh, 

Nagla Badan, 

P.O. Baznagar, 

Distt. Etah, 

U.P. 

Do. 

89. Do. 

347—Kasgary 

Shri Jai Dayal Singh, 

Ajudhya Bhawan, Gate, 
Kasganj, 

Etah, 

U.P. 

Do. 

90. Do. 

Do. 

Shri Rajcshwar Singh, 

Vill. Narauli, 

P.O. Kisrauli, 

Distt. Etah. 

U.P. 

Do. 

91. Do. 

348—Etah 

Shri Chandan Singh, 

Village Negla Prem, 

P.O. Om, 

Distt. Etah. 

U.P. 

Do. 

92. Do. 

Do. 

Shri La khan Singh, 
p.O. S. S. Yadav, 

Agra Road, 

Etah, 

U.P. 

Do. 

93. Do. 

350—Jalesar (SC) 

Shri Babu Lai, 

Moh, Akbarpur Ha veil, 

Kasba Jalesar, 

Etah, 

U.P. 

Do. 

94. Do. 

368—Hathras 

Shri Nanhey Neta urf Sitaram 
Gali Bakhtawar, 

Hathras, 

U.P. 

Do. 

95. Do. 

369—Sasni (SC) 

Dr, Yadram Singh, 

Village Vakayan, 
p.O. Hasayan, 

Aligarh, 

U.P. 

Do. 

96. Do. 

Do. 1 

Shri Lakshmi Narayan, 

S/o Bhup Singh, 

Village Nagla Sadda, 

P.O. Sasni, 

Aligarh, 

U.P. 

Do. 
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97. General Elecrion to Uttai 372 — Atrauli 
Pradesh Legislative Assembly, 

1980. 


98 . Do, 373—Aligarh 


99. Do. 


374—Koil (SC) 


100. Do. 


375—Iglas 


101. Do. 


378—Jewar (SC) 


102. Do. 


379—Khurja 


103. Do. 


Do. 


104. Do. 


380—Debai 


105. Do. 


381—Anupshahr 


106. Do. 


Do. 


107. Do. 


Do. 


108. D< 


Agota 


109. Do. 


Do. 


4 


Shri Som Dutt, 

Village Tori, 

P.O, Palimukimpur, 
Distt. Aligarh, 

U.P. 

Shri K.K. S. Bhalta, 
778-Sarai Nnwab, 
Aligarh, 

U.P. 

Shri Moti Singh, 

Mohalla Delhi ljarwaza, 
Aligarh, 

U.P. 

Shri Gulbir Singh, 

Village & P.O. Adilpur, 
Aligarh, 

U.P. 

Shri Kirpa' Singh, 

Kuril, 

P.O. Khas, 

Distt. Bulandshahr, 

U.p. 

Shri Lakshnian, 

Village Dayanatpur, 
Distt. Bulandshahr, 

U.P. 

Shri Blshan Swaroop, 
Moh. Radha Krishan, 
Khurja, 

U.P. 

Shri Nannu Singh, 

Moh. Chhota Bazar, 
Bebai, 

Bulandshahr, 

U.P. 

Shri Glrish Chand, 

V1U. Karanpur Kalan, 
P.O. Anupshahr, 

Distt. Bulandshahr, 

U.P. 

Shri Pratap Singh, 
Advocate, 

Tehsil Anupshahr, 

Distt. Bulandshahr, 

U.P. 

Shri Har Prasad, 

Village Hardwarpur, 
p.O. Makhena, 

Distt. Bulandshahr, 

U.P. 

Shri Abdul Alim Khan, 
Moh. Pathak, 
Jehangirabad, 
Bulandshahr, 

U.P. 

Shri Shafiq Ahmed, 

Vill. & P.O . Partapur, 

Bulandshahr 

U.P. 


5 


Failure to lodge any account of 
election expenses, 


Do 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


1142 GI/81—4 
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1 10. General Eleotlon to Uttar 384—Bulandshahr 

Pradesh Legislative Assembly, 

1980, 


Shrl Gflffar, 

Moh. Kundechhan, 
Guiana thi, 
Bulandsbahr, 

U.P. 


111. Do. 


385—Shikarpur (SC) Shri Ganeshi Lai, 

Kaslla Jahangirabad, 
P.O. Jahangirabad, 
Dlstt. Bulandshahr, 
U.P. 


112. Do. 


Do. 


Shri Vidyabhushan, 

Vill. Rasldpur, 

P.O. Rahmapur, Syamali, 
Distt. Bulandshahr, 

U.P. 


113. Do. 


114. Do. 


115. Do. 


116. Do. 


117. Do. 


118. Do. 


119. Do. 


120. Do. 


121. Do, 


387—Dadri 


Do. 


Do. 


388—Ghaziabad 


Do. 


3 89— Muradnaga r 


Do. 


Do. 


398—Khar Banda • 


Shri Omvir, 

Vill, Jamshedpura, 

P.O. JBrcha, 

Dlstt. Ghaziabad, 

U.P. 

Shri Bhimsingh Bhatti, 

Village Badhpura, 

P.O. Dadri, 

D : stt. Ghaziabad, 

U.P. 

Shri Samyasingh Rawal, 

VUI. & P.O. Naydargapj, 
Dadri, 

Distt. Ghaziabad, 

U.p. 

Shri Shankar Nanaji, 

86 —Hardev Sahay, 
Ghaziabad, 

U.P. 

Shri Shodan Singh, 

Vill. & P.O. Guldhar, 

Ghadh, Ghaziabad, 

U.P. 

Shri Mahindra Singh, 

Village Nagia Ferozpur 
Mohanpur, 

P.O. Atour, 

Distt, Ghaziabad, 

UP. 

Shri Rajindra Anja, 

Kasha Nhvadi, 

Distt. Ghaziabad, 

UP. 

Shri Surendra Kumar Tyagi, 
Vill. & P. O. Didoll, 

Dlstt. Ghaziabad 
U.P. 

Shri Dev Raj Singh, 
Village Tarauli, 

P.O. Chartaura, 

Distt. Moradabad, 

U.P. 


[Part II—SBC. 3(iii)] 

5 

Failure to lodge any account of 
election expenses. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 


Do. 
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1 2 

3 

4 

5 

122. General Election to Uttar Pradesh 
Legislative Assembly, 1980 

398 -Khar Banda 

Shrl Shiv Kumar, 

Vill ge & P.O. Bijauli, 
Distt. Meerut, 

U.P. 

Failure to 1 idge any account 
of election expenses. 

123, Do. 

393—JCithore 

Shri Makhar Singh, 

R/o Chhuchhal, 

Tehsil Mawana, 

Distt. Meerut, 

U.P. 

Do. 

124. Do. 

bo. 

Shri Mohd. Goofran, 

R/o RaSulpur, 

Tehsil Mawana, 

Distt. Meerut, 

U.P. 

Do. 

125." Do. 

Do. 

Shri Yunus, 

R/o Pachpera, 

Tehsil Meerut, 

Distt. Meerut, 

U.P. 

Do. 


[NO. 76/UP-LA/80] 


hjioHo.— 9 * -'fetfwr imfpi nr *mwPT ijt »ptt | ft? tft% qft uival n tww ( 2 ) ^ w fafrfes: srrcsfer ttw *nrr % faqfwr 

* ^ rjvr.r ( 3 ) ir ftfafej feifet afa if 5 m % wtir (i) if 3 ** feftfes ffernr sfet w?rr wfe vmtf sffe srfrftfsr?* 

"wftfwr, 1951 nm anrnx w* femf im nwr $ ntnr *<k ftfii if Tnwft (5)’ Jr aw nr if mpfe 

fHafet wrff IT eifesf ipif if sfew ff ; 

jjirt xrwfeff * *twn ftp <*|if tt tft <WT wrc&Mr * fer trr eft nrtw *mr Wfifferw ^ ftw $ w ft* jr 
^r ^-HTTPvff it, uftnt$, lit, ftWft nnf * ttfew Ww mfer ft ^ twtwt tft wrr | fe ft* tw fft ninTTTr % feet ntf 
iprfw trut w ftYtftfew Jiff I; 

wrr: n*r, M'wt wraVr ww wfaftTP *f «rm 10-n % n^rrwif ;fr* Ft trufe *ftft (4) if fafrfer wrfewt nr rfer % fetff 
■*fr ww % m ferft ttw nt ftum ttw wn fa^il *Trmr sfk ifft * fep ^ strut *t orffa ffflfa wj nt rpTfe 

% fecr ftrfer 'ftPR nrnr fr 1 


BTTufl 


’FT 

ftfefer nt ftfefetrf 

ftttTT TTWT pfekT 

*t wr <twr tw 

faafeT sfer nr* srrq-jff ti am 

fax^fTT *nT tT r 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

1- 

FTR sftff fWJW WW «BT PTURIT PwfeT, 

1930 

13 -—^ r ftrn~ K T 

«ff 

tTBRflRftr, ^TSFft, 
fen fl'ftnra', 

(■JtTnft^r) 1 

ftarfir^ strtff Fr Firr it 

nfet fen ^ 1 

2. 


6 4 — qraWftR 

sft RjT ferftT, 
aw ’T Tfo ferf^n, 
fen wppy, 

(tJTRSfer) 1 

ifer spffntr tnw $ swrt twt 
■Orft ir Tifer nSY few 1 1 

3. 

— Wtt — 

72--femft 

vfr yt 

Tiwgwr, 
q’lo si-S’tfe/r, 
fenwwt (TOTtfet) 1 

fe'TTTq wpff ft irar srtfnw nwr 
% rrm: wit tfft it wfet wft 
few^ 1 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

4. 

— *nft — 

11 e—Twjt; srw 

“■ft SIFT, 

%urt ftfir sifapT nff fiun $ i 

5. 


iss—*pmjt 

«ISPN, JRTTPfJ, 

(3TTT5r*itT) 1. 

fawWl, 

frfa % sTfan-r nglr four % i 

0 . 

— enft — 

(tf« eiT") 

328— sprtiTT ) 

tTPT 

'spm.uwr (TOTtrtur) i 
•sit Ndvaiqaid , 

iWr ot % tun; aw fttr 

7. 


384— 

tmt jffe, 

nttflr (Ttrcsntiir) i 

Mt smf, 

it trrftm fan $ i 

frfir ir arfirr four h 

8- 

-inft— 

423—tffd 

fWT (^ 3 TT,T^) 1 

; p#r w'tfttd rrmr % tr«rr •ftfir 




IRUTHW tittftTRR, 

(THT5r&T) 1 

it aifam mff fiprr $ i 


[*f° 7e/7<>n, oflro^o/80] 


O.N. 9.— Whereas the Election Commission Is satisfied that each of the contesting candidates specified in column (4) of the Table below 
at the election to the Uttar Pradesh Legislative Assembly as specified in column (2) and held from the constituency specified in column (3) 
against his name has failed to lodge an account of his election expenses within the time and in the manner, as shown in column (J) of the 
said Table as required by the Representation of the People Act, 1951 and the Rules made thereunder; 

And, whereas, the said candidates have either not furnished any reason or explanation for the said failure even after due notice 

or the Election Commission, after considering the representations made by them, if any, if satisfied that they have no good reason or justi. 
fleation for the said failure; 

Now. Therefore in pursuance of section 10A of the said Act, the Election Commission 'hereby declareas the persons specified 
in column (4) of the Table below to be disqualified for being chosen as, and for being a member of either House of the Parliament or of 
the Legislative Assembly or Legislative Council of a State for a period of 3 years from the date of this order. 

TABLE 


Sl. Particulars of election 

No. 

Sl. No. & Name the Assembly 
Constituency 

Name & address of the contest¬ 
ing candidate 

Reason for disqualification. 

1 2 

3 

4 

5 

1. General Election to Uttar 
Pradesh Legislative Assembly, 
1980 

13—Nalnital 

Shrl Puran Chandra, 
Mehahirbapj, 

Haldwani, 

District Nafnital 
(U.P.) 

Failure to lodge the account in 
the manner required by law 

2. Do. 

64—Jalalabad 

Shri Ram Kishore, 

Vill. & P. O. Mirzapur, 

Distt. Shajhahanpur 

U.P. 

Failure to lodge the account, 
within the time and in the mann- 
ner required by law, 

3. Do. 

72—Nighason 

Shri Phool Singh 

Do. 


ViJL Harbatta 
P.O. Chandchouki 
Distt. Kheri 
U.P. 
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1 


4. General Election to Uttar 
Pradesh Legislative 
Assembly, 1980 


5. Do, 


6. Do. 


7. Do. 


8. Do. 


WTOT W ‘rPVTff '■ 1 6, 19 8 2 6, 19 03 


3 


4 


5 


116—Rampur Khas 


159—Mankapur (SC) 


329—Babina (SC) 


384—Bulandshahr 


423—Musoorio 


Shrl Shyam Lai 

Village & P.O. Rehuwa Lalganj, 
Pratapgarh, 

U.P. 

Shri Triluki, 

Pakdihama Dhnneshwarpur, 

P.O. Karda, 

Janpad, Gonda, 

U.P. 

Shri Ghartshyam Dass Verma, 
Vill. Modkhurd, 

Tehsil Math, 

3 ha ns i, 

U.P. 

Shri Gajenderpal Sharma, 

Vill. Atmadsarai, 

P.O. Chandpura, 

Distt. Bulandshahr, 

U.P. 

Shri Kallu Mai, 

Hanunianghut, 

Motibazar, 

Ilaridwar, 

Distt. Saharanpur, 

U.P. 


Failure to lodge the account in 
the manner required by law. 


Do. 


Failure to lodge the account 
within the time and in the manner 
required by law. 


Failure to lodge the account in 
the manner required by law. 


Failure to lodge the account 
within the time and in the man¬ 
ner required by law 


[No. 76/UP—LA/80] 


qf ftosfr, 3i fwwrr, i9Si 

wr<> wo. sfafaforc' wftrfwr, los i (1951 

«PT 43 ) ^ wra 106 % tpfm it, PPrf'TT ’ffpfpr 1981 TT 
fqsfo(?r W»ff 1 Wil'd* xRW % HI -Cl<5 12-10-81 

vr fiwfa t^5Ki uwiiftm srwr & 1 

[82/^oJTo/l/8l/(^o) 
W>0 51 1 0 BPR, 3143; qftpr BTCI pPtHtr arpfftT 

New Delhi, the 31st December, 1981 

ON. 10.—In pursuance of Section 106 of the Representa¬ 
tion of the People Act. 1951, (43 of 1951) the Election Com¬ 
mission hereby publishes the judgment dated the 12th October, 
1981 of the High Court of Judicature at Lucknow in Election 
Petition No. 1 of 1981. 

Court No. 4 

Election Petition No. 1 of 1981 

With 

Civil Misc. Application No. 65(E) of 1981 

in re : 

Sri Dhartipakar Madan Lai Aggarwal . .Petitioner. 

Versus 

* 

Sri Rajiv Gandhi . .Respondent. 

Hon’blc K. N. Goyal J 

In this election petition directed against the election of Sri 
Rajiv Gandhi respondent against Lok Sabha from 25-Amethi 
Lok Sabha Constituency, the sole respondent had entered 
appearance on 21-9-1981 and submitted an application under 
VI Rule 16 read with order VII Rule C.P.C., as applied to 
election petitions by Section 87 of the Representation of the 
People Act, 1951, praying that various paragraphs of the 
election petition be Struck off and further praying that the 
election petition itself be dismissed ns not disclosing any 
cause of action. A copy of this application was given to the 


petitioner who was present in person oil that date, and he 
was allowed time to reply to the application till 30-9-1981. 
The petitioner has not submitted any reply to the application. 
He has also not appeared today although the date was fixed 
in his presence and no application whatsoever has been re¬ 
ceived front him. The petitioner was not represented by any 
counsel. 

In the circumstance I have heard the learned counsel for 
the respondent, Sri H. R. Bhardwaj followed by Sri S. C. 
Maheshwari, ex-parte. 

Shri Bhardawaj has taken me through the entire election 
petition and has submitted that the allegations on their very 
face do not fulfil the requirements of law as regards ingre¬ 
dients of alleged corrupt practices. Section 83(1) of the Re¬ 
presentation of the People Act, 1951 requires that an 
election petition shall contain a concise slutement of the ma¬ 
terial facts on which the petitioner relics and shall set forth 
full parliculais of any corrupL practice that the petitioner 
alleges, including as full a statement its possible of the names 
of the parties fdleged to have committed such corrupt prac¬ 
tice and the date and place of the commission of ench Such 
practice. Learned counsel has argued that the petition falls 
short of these requirements. 

Section 100 of the Act lays down various grounds for dec¬ 
laring an election to be void. Clause (b) of sub-section (1) 
relates to the commission of corrupt practices by a returned 
candidate or his election agent or by any other person with 
the consent of a returned candidate or his election agent. 
Clauses (a), (c) and (d) of sub-section (1) contain various 
other ground for declaring an election to be void. It would 
thus appear that Section 83 of the Act makes a distinction 
between allegation of corrupt practices and other wound. 
So far as the allegations of corrupt practices are concerned 
full particulars thereof arc required to be set out in the 
petition itself while so far as other allegations are concerned 
it is enough to give a concise statement of the materia] facts 
on which the petitioner relies. This distinction has been pro¬ 
vided for by the legislature for a special reason, nnmelv, that 
if an election is set aside on the ground of a corrupt practice 
the returned candidate not only loses his seat but Is also! 
liable to be disqualified for future for a certain period vide 
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see. 8A. In numerous decisions it has been laid down that 
allegations of corrupt practices are in the nature of quasi-cri¬ 
minal charges in respect of which not only strict proof is 
required but specific pleading along with full particulars is 
also insisted on. 

Section 87U) of the Act lays down that subject to the provi¬ 
sions of this Act and of any rules made thereunder, every 
election petition shall be tried, as nearly as may be in ac¬ 
cordance with the procedure applicable under the Code of 
Civil Procedure to trial of suits. There is proviso to this 
sub-section but the same is not relevant at this stage. Sub¬ 
section (2) is also not relevant. Order VI Rule 4 
C.P.C., provides that in all cases in which the patty 
pleading relics on fruad etc., full particulars (with dates and 
items if necessary) shall be stated in the pleading. Rule 5 
of Order Vl lays down that a further and better statement 
of the nature of the claim or defence, or further and better 
particulars of any matter stated any pleading, may 
in all cases be ordered, upon such, terms, as to costs and 
otherwise, as may be just. In the light of these provisions it 
has been consistently held by Courts that as in the ease of 
fraud in a Civil suit full particulars of a corrupt practice 
should be given in the petition itself ns required by Section 83. 
If, however, the particulars as given in the petition, which 
should contain all material facts, sufficiently constitute the 
ingredients of the corrupt practice in question, then further 
and better particulars could be required to he furnished even 
after the expiry of the period of limitation for an election 
petition. If, however, the allegations themselves fall short 
of the ingredients of the corrupt practices in question, then 
further particulars cannot bo submitted after the expiry of 
the period of limitation for an election petition. As the period 
of limitation has already expired we have, therefore, to see 
whether the allegations contained in the election petition are 
sufficient to constitute the requisite ingredients of the corrupt 
practices alleged. 

In his application the respondent has prayed for the striking 
out of paras 2 to 55, para 1 being formal. 

Para 2 says that on 11-5-1981 the petitioner (who belongs 
to Madhya Pradesh), arrived in Sultanpur for filing his nomi¬ 
nation form and was looking for a proposer. Some prospective 
proposers were dissuaded by the workers of the respondent but 
ultimately the petitioner succeded In securing the endorsement 
of a proposer and completed bis nomination form. It has not 
been stated ns to which workers of the respondent dissuaded 
which person from acting as proposer nor is any corrupt prac¬ 
tice indicated in this paragraph. The paragraph, is thus irrele¬ 
vant. 

Paragraphs 3 to 6 are to the effect that the petitioner 
wanted to file his nomination papers before the Returning 
Officer after removing all his clothes excepting his Langot. 
This behaviour Of his was considered by some police men to 
be that of an insane person but ultimately the Returning 
Officer assured him that the petitioner was free to submit 
his nomination paper while Wearing a Langot only. Accord¬ 
ingly the petitioner did present his nomination paper in that 
Slate of dress or undress. These allegations are also cloarlv 
Irrelevant. 

Par a 7 says that on 4th and 5th June. 1981 same C.B.I. 
men started to remain with the petitioner, and two shadows 
were also attached to him. This merely refers to some security 
arrangements and has nothing to do with the election petition 
and is accordingly irrelevant. 

Para« 8 to 19 give details of various motor vehicles which 
were found in the constituency to h«v e been Used in support 
of the election compaign of the respondent With Congress (1) 
flogs. Besides, it is alleged in para 8 that there were arrange¬ 
ments for messing “etc," for the respondents canvassers at 
the Kothi of Sanjay Singh in Amethi. It is further alleged that 
the various motor vehicles and the messing arrangements were 
with the consent of the respondent. These allegations have to 
be read with those of paras 50 and 51 of the petition in Which 
it has been stated that the respondent spent on his election 
much more than the ceiling prescribed for a parliamentary 
election. Pnra 50(a) of the petition states that at least 100 
jeeps were used for 30 days in the Amethi Constituency with 
the consent of the resoOndcni while in sub-para (b) it has been 
stated that about 40 jeeps were used in the Constituency In 
support of the election campaign of the respondent for 30 
days. Apart from the fact that the number of Vehicles men¬ 
tioned in paras 8 to 19 and the number of days oh which 
the vehicles were used differ materially from what is alleged 


in para 50(a) (b), what is significant is that it has not been 
alleged in these paragraphs that the respondent either by 
himself or by his election agent incurred or authorised any 
expenditure on the use of these vehicles. It may be noted 
in this connection that in Section 77(1) the following Expla¬ 
nation was inserted by Act No. 58 of 1974 namely :— 

“Explanation 1.—Notwithstanding ;my judgment, order or 
decision of any court to the contrary, any expenditure incurred 
or authorised in connection with tbe election of a candidate 
by a political party or by any other association or body of 
persons or by any individual (other than the candidate or 
his election agent) shall not be deemed to be, and shall not 
ever be deemed to have been, expenditure in connection with 
the election incurred or authorized by the candidates or by 
his election agent for the purposes of this sub-section.” 

The proviso to lhi s Explanation i& not relevant. Explana¬ 
tion-2 lays down for the purposes of Explnnation-1 “political 
party” shall have the same meaning as in the Election Sym¬ 
bols (Reservation and Allotment) Order, 1968, us for the time 
being in force. 

Learned counsel for the respondent has righLly urged that 
if any expenditure was incurred on the alleged use of the 
vehicles, then, even though the respondent may have consen¬ 
ted to that expenditure by the political party or by any other 
person it would not amount to incurving or authorising of 
the penditure by the respondent. Merc consent or non-objec¬ 
tion to the use of the vehicles in support of his election com¬ 
paign does not have the legal effect of mnking the expediture 
thereon as expenditure incurred or authorised by the respon¬ 
dent. "Authorisation" implies that the candidate took responsi¬ 
bility for reimbursing that expenditure, vide Smt. Indira Gandhi 
v. Sri Raj Narain A.I.R. 1975 S.C, 2299 (pants 119 and 121). 
Mere acquiescence or consent of the candidate in respect of 
any expenditure incut red by his political party or by any 
friend or well-wisher is not legally sufficient for purposes of 
section 77 read with section 123(6) of the Acl. The same would 
hold good with regard to messing arrangements at the house 
of Sanjay Singh It has not been alleged as to who actually 
incurred the expenditure and whether it was incurred on 
behalf of or under an authority of the respondent. Only the 
consent of the resixmdent is alleged This, as noted above, 
is not legally sufficient for bringing the case within the four 
corners of section 123(6) of the Act. Accordingly these alle¬ 
gations do not by themselves constitute the requisite ingre¬ 
dients of the corrupt practice imputed, and as such no evi¬ 
dence can be permitted to be adduced in respect thereof. 

Para 20 is to the effect that on 11-6-1981 Smt. Indira 
Gandhi, the Prime Minister, compaigned on behalf of her 
sOn, the respondent, bv addressing certain meetings in which 
she exhorted the people to vote for the respondent for the 
sake of development of the constituency. This has been 
sought to be elaborated in para 53(iXa) lb) and (c) of the peti¬ 
tion. In the letter sub-paras it has been stated that Smt. Indira 
Gandhi and other workers of the respondent with the con¬ 
sent of (he respondent promised to the electorate that the 
constituency would be developed if the respondent was elec¬ 
ted, This according to those sub-paras, amounted to giving 
Or promising a gift to the voters and also to exercise of 
undue influence on them. It has also been stated in para 
53(lXa) that a considerable amount was spent on the con¬ 
struction work of Amethi Railway Station about 15 or 20 
days before the declaration for poll. The precise language 
in which the alleged promises were said to have been made 
by the Prime Minister has not been set out in any of these 
paragraphs, which was necessary having regard to proviso (b) 
to sec. 123(2). There is nothing unusual or illegal if a candi¬ 
date or his supporters promise to the electorate that Iho candi¬ 
date if returned would work effectively for the develop¬ 
ment of hi? constituency. Thus this paragraph also does not 
contain anv sufficient allegation which mav constitute, in 
the eye of law. anv corrupt practice cither of gift to voters 
or of undue influence within the meaning of Section 123rtXa) 
(ii> or (2) of the Act nor can any Government expenditure 
on the railway station be brought within anv other provi¬ 
sion of the Act. 

Paras 21 to 27 give details of the petitioner's own move¬ 
ments between 11-5-1981 and 14-6-1981. Out of them paras 
22 to 27 arc not even mentioned in (he affidavit of die peti¬ 
tioner. Para 21 merely says that the petitioner could not get 
an interview with the Prime Minister on 11-5-1981, This pnra 
is clearly irrelevant fthd so are paras 22 lo 27 which do not 
disclose' any ground for setting aside the election of the 
respondent 
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‘Para 28 states that on 14-5-.1981 in the morning hours, he 
saw at a polling station in a junior High School, Amethi, that 
one woman who went inside a polling booth for casting her 
vote was accompanied by any another person. The date 
14-5-1981 appears to be a mistake for 14-6-1981, the date of 
the poll. The allegation, however, dearly vague and does not 
say anything about the respomlem or his election agent, if 
any. It is thus irrelevant. 

Para 29 of the petition stales that on the same day, at 
another polling station in Amethi, he found that at a polbng 
booth of the respondent the electors were being given drinking 
water and Pataslms and that this was being done with the 
Consent of the respondent. The name of the polling station 
has not been mentioned. The use of the expression ‘polling 
booth’ In the context of the respondent is obviously miscon¬ 
ceived as a candidate cannot have his polling booth. A polling 
booth is set up by the Election Department and is part of 
a polling station, A candidate cannot thus have polling booth, 
Assuming that what is meant is a camp of the supporters of 
the respondent, the allegation, a part from vagueness, suffers 
from the same deficiency as the allegations in paras 8 to 19 
discussed above. Here also there is mention of the restv-n 
dents “consent” but it is not alleged that any expenditure was 
incurred or “authorised" by the respondent. For the reasons 
already given in the context of the aforesaid paragraphs this 
para is also irrelevant. 


Para 33 states that at the Junior High School Amethi Polling 
Booth one Jame person who called himself an agent of the 
Lok Dal used to make complaints to the Presiding Officer 
who has ever paid no heed to them. The Presiding Officer used 
to tell Dharam Pal not to commit such an irregularity but 
after every few minutes Dharam Pal used to indulge again 
in the same irregularity. It adds that the petitioner was afraid 
of making any complaint to the Presiding Officer because of 
the bad atmosphere prevailing in the constituency, Jn para 53 
(e) (iv) also there is a reference to an atmosphere of terror 
prevailing in the constituency, The allegations of atmosphere 
of terror arc vague and it is not disclosed as to what caused 
such an atmosphere to prevail. A mere subjective impres¬ 
sion of the petitioner in regard to the existence of the alleged 
atmosphere of terror cannot raise a triable issue. 

Para 34 states that near the Junior High School Amethi 
Polling station, within a distance of 100 metres from the 
polling station, the workers of the respondent med to can¬ 
vass to the voters by showing them signs of the “HAND” 
symbol. This according to the petitioner, was being done 
with the consent of the respondent. It is not alleged that 
the respondent was present at the said polling station. The 
facts from which an inference of the respondent’s consent 
could be drawn have not been indicated. Neither are thd 
names of the “workers” nor is the time nt which the com¬ 
plaint act took place indicated. As such the allegation is 
clearly vague. 


,Para 30. which may be read with Para 53(i)(dj says that 
on. 14-6-1981 at about 2 P.M, the petitioner saw nt “a" Junior 
High School Polling Station that A truck No. U.P.Q. 2299 
bearing the flag of the respondent^ Party brought about 20 
or 22 voters and took them back after they had cast their 
votes. Earlier the respondent’s workers (no names given) had 
stopped the same truck and the truck owner had not charged 
any hire from tho voters, The allegation is vague inasmuch 
iw the name of the Police Station has not been disclosed. Nor 
are the names of the voters disclosed. There is no suggestion 
that the respondent was himself present at the time nor is it 
stated that talk took place between the "workers” and the 
truck owner. It has not been alleged in this paragraph that 
any hire was at all paid to the track owner, Tf the truck owner 
of his own carried any voters gratis the same could not 
amount to a corrupt practice on the nart of the respondent, 
vide Umed v. Raj Singh A.I.R. 1975 S.C. 43 [Head NoteCB)] 
There is no clear allegation of "PROCURING” either. It has 
been infereirtially added in passing that the truck was 
“brought by respondent’s supporters with his consent". Such 
an inferential assertion is not pretnissible as it is not a neces¬ 
sary inference from the basic circumstaces alleged the facts 
alleged should point unerringly to that conclusion and admit 
of no other a explanation. Thus the allegation falls short of 
the Ingredients of the corrupt practice specified in Section 
123(5) of the Act. 


Para 31 of the petition states that on 14-6-1981 at about 
3.30 p.m. the petitioner saw at a Junior High School Polling 
Station in the Amethi Constituency that one person who 
displayed the “Hand" symbol on his person voted four times. 
His panics was subsequently learnt to be Mahabir. No con¬ 
nection of the said Mahabir with the respondent has been al¬ 
leged in this paragraph and it has not even beer asserted that 
the petitioner, although an eve witness to this irregularity 
made any protest to the Presiding Officer of the Polling S’n- 
tion. The name or precise location of the Junior High School 
which is said to be situated “within the Amethi Constituency" 
has also not been identified, nor is voter number (according to 
the electoral roily mentioned in respect of Mahabir, Thus 
this paragraph also falls short of the ingredients of any corrupt 
practice or of any irregularity. 


Para 12 of rhe petition states that at the Junior Hie 
hchool Amethi Polling Booth, when women voters were goin 
inside tLiojiff with ballot r>a.ners one ne^on used to go wit 
them and to indicate to them to mark thcii ballot paper again" 
the HAND SYMBOL. The name of that person was subsi 
auently learnt to be Dharam Pal, Tt is further alleged th; 
this man used to drop the ballot papers in the ballot bo 
cither himself, or to get the ballo’ naners drooped by some 
voters. Again no connection of Dharam Pal with th - re 
pondent has been alleged, bevond suggesting dial be was 
surmocler of the refinondept nci- is it sf-ited that the nHihVm. 
made any protest to the Presiding Officer in regard to (hi 
irregularity, 


Para 35 states that the petitioner saw many pamphlets 
and booklets in support of the respondent during the elec¬ 
tion campaign. There is nothing objectionable about the 
use of pamphlets and booklets as such. Perhaps the refer¬ 
ence to these printed matters has been made in the context 
of the allegation in para 50(c) in which it has been said 
that the respondents election literature was printed “free” 
though it should have cost Rs. 50,000.00 or so. There is 
no allegation at all that any expenditure was actually in¬ 
curred on the printing of these leaflets etc. Accordingly ,ln 
view of the legal position discussed earlier, the allegation 
is totally irrelevant. 


Paras 36 to 40. 42 and 43 of the petition are to the 
effect that the petitioner had appointed a person not pre¬ 
vious acquinted with him. one Sardar Ram Pa] Singh as 
election agent with instructions to him not to appoint any 
counting agents Insmte of these instructions some person 
were found to have acted as the petitioner's counting agents 
If the petitioner’s own election agent did not faithfully com¬ 
ply with his instructions Or if any stranger wrongly acted as 
the petitioner’s counting agent the matter was between The 
petitioner and his election agent or such other persons and 
It has no concern with the .respondent, These allegations 
are thus clearly irrelevant. 


i ara 41 states that on 15-6-1981 one person came to the 
petitioner saying that his camera had been taken and that 
apprehending that his megaphone may also be taken away 
he had come out of the place of counting. Neither Is the 
“vt vi n who had taken away bis camera nor Is 
the name of the person whose camera was allegedly taken 
away disclosed, nor is it suggested that the respondent had 
anything to do with the incident. It has further been 
stated that the petitioner could not meet his election agent 
ibardar Ji) and, therefore, he proceeded to Ran Bareli by 
j .v n , se <? rc ? °f Sardar Ji. The petitioner also apprehend¬ 
ed that Sardar Ji might be won over by the respondent’s 
men and fictitious counting agent forms may be cot lilted 
in through Sardar Ji on the petitioner’s behalf. This alle¬ 
gation is a mere expression of the petitioner’s own appre¬ 
hension or suspicion and docs not go bevond it It Is thus 
entirely irrelevant. 


Para 44 says that on 15-6-1981 at the time of counting 
the petitioner saw that there was a lot cf Mnrplt going on 
between the supporters of the lok Dal and the supporters 
of the respondent. This allegation is also clearly irrelevant 
as nothing is imputed to the respondent. 


Para 45 states that when the police men started beating 
the respondents supporters, the respondent’s supporters 
intervened and upon their intervention the police men 
desisted from beating those workers further nils' again 
does not speak of any objectionable conduct on the part of 
the respondent or even his supporters. This para further 
goes on to say that the petitioner also beard that the Lok 
Dal candidate Sn Shared Yndav had been arrested bv tbe 
police. The context in which Sri Yndav was allegedly 
arrested has not been indicated. 
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In paras 4(3, 47 and 48 the petitioner speaks of his 
efforts to obtain detail< about appointment of his counting 
agents from the election officials. His contacts with elec¬ 
tion officials atter Ihc decimation of results have no bear¬ 
ing oh the validity of the election. 


the earlier paragraphs from 2 to 52, and the same ground 
need not be covered again, 

Paras 54, 56 and 58 are formal, paras 55 and 57 merely 
state the petitioner’s conclusions from the averments in the 
preceding paragraphs which have already been dealt with. 


Para 48 says that on 17-6-1981 i.e. two days atter the 
declaration of the tcsult the said Sardar Ji told the petition¬ 
er that he had not appointed any one as a counting agent 
or a polling agent and had not incurred any expenditure 
on the election campaign of the petitioner. This again is 
irrelevant. 

Para 49 again refers to the alleged incident of snatcMng 
of a camera of an un-named person and of the lodging of a 
first information report with the police by the said \iclim. 
Nothing Is imputed either to the election officials or to the 
respondent in this paragraph and as such it is entirely irrele¬ 
vant. 

Para 50 speaks of expenditure beyond the ceiling limit. 
Sub-paras (a) (b) and (c) have already been dealt with 
in the context of the relevant paragraphs in which details 
of the complained expenditure were mentioned. In sub-para 
Cd) jt is stated that flags- and huntings woilh about Rs. 
50,000.00 were used in the constituency with the “consent” 
of the respondent. Again there is no allegation that any 
expenditure was incurred on these flags and huntings either 
by or with the authority of the respondent. In sub-para(e) 
it is said that about Rs. 30,000.00 were spent on the election 
meetings of the respondent and his workers with his consent. 
Neither are the names of any workers given nor have the 
details? of the meetings been mentioned, nor has it been said 
that the money was spent by or with the authority of the 
respondent. The same is the case with the allegation in the 
next sub-paragrnph in regard to the meetings addressed bv 
Smt. Indira Gandhi on 11-6-1981 on which the expenditure 
has been estimated as Rs. 1.00.000.00 (one lakhl, There Is 
no allegation that the expenditure was either incurred by or 
authorised by the respondent. In the next succeeding sub- 
paragraph expenditure on food etc. of the workers of the 
respondent has been mentioned. It has been said that about 
100 persons spent Rs. 5.00 per day for 30 days. Neither the 
names of the persons arc mentioned nor is it said that the 
expenditure was incurred or authorised bv the respondent. 
Wo have already seen that in paragranh-8 the petitioner 
had earlier mentioned that arrangements for food were 
made at the house of Saniav Singh hut it was not mentioned 
that Saniav Singh or anyone else incurred any expenditure 
under authorisation from the respondent or on his behalf. 

Para 51 says that in view of the foregoing details the 
respondent and his workers spent with his consent about 
Rs. 3,15,500,00 we have already seen while dealing with 
paragraph 50 that it does not show anv expenditure having 
been Incurred or authorised bv the respondent. As such the 
inference drawn in paru 51 is non-sequiter. 


It has been stated in Nihal Singh Vs. Rno Birendra Singh 
1970(3) S.C.C. 239 (Para 8) that where the pleadings are 
vague and the relevant dates, places etc. are not 
mentioned no evidence should bo permitted to be led 
as it would leave a wide scope to the petitioner to adduce 
evidence in respect of an incident anv place on anv date 
that he may find convenient or for which he could procure 
witnesses. This is not permissible. 

It is thus clear that the various paragraphs making factual 
allegations do not contain legally sufficient averments that 
may be said to be constitutive of the corrupt piactices sought 
to be imputed to the respondent in reference to the election. 
The said paragiaphs are thus unnecessary, fiivolous and 
vexatious within the meaning of Order VI Rule 16(a) and 
to require the respondent to answer these vague charges or 
to try these vague and insufficient charges would be an 
abuse of the nroeess of the Court within the meaning of 
clause (c) of the said Rule 16. 

It may also be noted that the affidavit of the petitioner 
given in support of the petition ia defective insofar a® it 
states that paragraphs 43, 49 and 53 of the petition about the 
commission of the corrupt practice of obtaining of assistance 
of persons of Government servants and the particulars given 
therein are “true to (his) information (six) knowledge". 
The prescribed form lays down that the allegations should 
be stated to be either as true to the petitioners knowledge 
or as true to his information. A vague assertion of an 
allegation being true to information and knowledge is not 
permissible. 

Accordingly the application [Civil Misc. Application 
No. 65(E) of 1981] of the respondent is allowed expaCe to 
the extent that paragraphs 2 to 53, 55 and 57 are ordered 
to be struck out. 

In view of the above no triable issue arises from the 
election petition, and the election petition does not disclose, 
a cause of action. The election petition is accordingly 
rejected under Order VII Rule ll(al C.P.C.. read with 
Section 87 of the Representation of the People Act, 1951. 
As the petitioner is absent today and as the respondent had 
appeared in Court even before a process was issued to him 
no order is made as to costs. 

Sd|-K. N. GOYAL. 

12-10-1981 
(No. 82|UP|1|81 (Luck)] 
O. N. NAGAr, Under Secy. 

.Election Commission of India 
4$ fteff, 28 Km HR, 1981 
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In paragraph 52 it is alleged that the petitioner has learnt 
that In this election at some polling stations the polling had 
been 100%and that the respondent had obtained at some 
places as large percentage of votes as 90%. This is a vague 
assertion and no polling stations have been Identified. This 
has been sought to be elaborated in paragraph-53 (8) m 
which it has been said that It wa, learnt that at certain; 
rolling booths there had been 100% polling and 100 to 
200% votes had been cast by a single person and further 
that “perhaps” even the signatures of such persons were not 
obtained (probably what is meant i>, on the counter-foil). 
In sub-paragraph (9) it has been said that at svcral polling 
stations the respondent had secured 90% votes. Thus there 
is bare insinuation about impersonated and bogus votes 
having been cast, but there is no specific allegation and no 
clear averment as to where, when and by whom such imper¬ 
sonation was done or in respect of which voters entered in 
the electoral roll. Thus the allegations in this regard are 
also on their face insufficient to constitute any corrupt 
practice or anv irregularity which may he said to have 
materially affected the election. 


Para 53 purports to be a summary of grounds of challenge Electoral Officer and Deputy Secretary 1 

to the election petition based on the preceding paragraphs, the chief £i ect0 ra1 Officer for the 5 

but it appears that in several of the grounds the factual with effect from 26-12-1981 and until 1 

averments referred to earlier have been sought to be j s 0n ] faV c, rejoins duty, 

elaborated. This was not permissible, the more so when we 

find that paragraph 53 has not even been verified at the foot K QANESAN, Secy. Election 1 

of the election petition. However that mav be, the relevant 
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(FT 43) tft 8TTT 1357 TWIT (l) BTTT SHOT (Hflratfif 'FT 
mfhr ^ttf, vnvtT fan 1-44 xmfPr, nfhrr jhvk ^ 
h fto thru % onh ur dN tr^o ohIn-s-i, 

nfhr mr nh 2 8- 12-1931 h cpt rtr «fr 

XrfTTT t) weel qr ^ 3*1. win I 'Fltfuic RRTRT Riff 
w tm nfhH TFf Tfsir % wr fa^Wu wfirnfr % wq- if ptrc- 
7PT mu fa?faid qrrrT I I 

[do 1 st/afhsprrf/fit] 
mUti ?t, 
qto ipjfltTTl, ufaw 
vrtw fhnhrrr wTtfm 
New Delhi, the 28th December, 1981 
O.N. 11.—In exercise of the powers conferred by 
sub-section (1) of Section 13A of the Representation of the 
People Act, 1950 (43 of 1950), the Election Commission of 
India, in consultation with the Government of Tamil Nadu 
hereby nominates Shri C. S. Ramachandran, Deputy Chief 
Electoral Officer and Deputy Secretary to the Government as 
the Chief Electoral Officer for the State of Tamil Nadu 
with effect from 26-12-1981 and until Shri D. K. Ozn, who 
is on leave, rejoins duty. 

By Order, 

. K GANESAN, Secy. Election Commission of India 

[No. 154|TN|81] 



